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CITE DIRECTOR 



TO: IMMEDIATE TEHRAN. 

TuR AMBASSADOR HELMS FROM WARNER 

rybat eyes ONLY 

isOEF; A. TEHRAN 
B. TEHRAN 



M, J- ? «AVE DISCUSSED YOUR SUGGESTIONS' IN REF A WITH DOfdNENFFJ'rj 
AND luii K AHAMeSsI NES » MR, DONNEWFELD REQUESTED AND TOM KAS 4 W?< rMf 
AND I AGREE WITH FOLLOWING APPROACH: WOULD YOU CK'VNGV YOIIN 

1 • «»* 

rltHMIH-b iNTERROiaATORlaS la TO -ASCERTAIN WHAT PFRs'ON/D u mou tirade' 
dr- C - HAi> CONCERNING MATTER UNDER LITIGATION. IT IS NOT ' 

REaHONa^lLHY OF EACH DEFENDANT TO EDUCATE PLAINTIFFS 

HA Vf°F S?IJ*?“ I F°-r fl • Y0U ;)0 'REMEMBER OR YOU DO NOT 

rtAvt. r ILLS AVAILABLE iO ASCERTAIN NECESSARY INFORMATION r us- T , v 

™2i£ILE? SSI1,ERAno " ls IRflr ™*¥ *«* 



. h * STATEMENT FOK COURT COiiTA'i NED IN . pAi?A 
WHhX DQNNEnFELD NEEDED FOR PURPOSES REQUESTED. 



THAT JUDGE IN PROVIDENCE ON 



REF -A is - EXACTLY 

,, . i HAVE been advised 

/ r* t i ■ : ?• ; r-T, r. • , . .- 11 December ...AGREED TO POSTPONE ALL 

JANUARY 5 ?f? K DNT.IL AFTER MEETING IN PROVIDENCE ON 

m ht l ' aLL gou ^ el to outline a time Table, i 

am YM 6 W,iE UI I** kHlcH *»«■•» 

, f ,JVm?c HAU HELUESTED A MEETING W.II.H DONNE NE’E LD 

DOMMf?tl?- f A L n? r D - R |.^ AY f 12 OECEMSER, AFTER m* ASQUITH ADVISED 

TION WITH GNTIL jAl4UHi?V >» -PONNEWF&LO RAISED QUES- 

• iH ^ AB wUHu, WHO IS IUM KARAMESS IRES.* LAWYER IN THIS CAS r - 

,. AS “' UIiH HA0 aJ,jY PROBLEMS WITH DGNNENFE'LD INTERVIEW! nV’kaRA- 
k-aoiNta. AaOUITH SAID HE. PREFERRED NOT TO HAVE DONNENFELD INTER- 
VIEw KAJrtMtas I NES AT THIS TIME. YOU SHOULD UNDERSTAND THESE AlTOR- 
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NEYS ARE MOVING WITH EXTREME CAUTION TP KEEP ANY ELEMENT Of CONFLICT 
OR EVEN APPEARANCE OF CONFLICT UUT OF LITIGATION. DQNNENFELD HAS 



INDICATED HE WILL SEND YOU LETTER EXPLAINING HIS THOUGHTS ON THE 
MATTER. 



A. REF B CHANDLER CASE-.- THERE IS NOTHING FOR YOU TO DO WITH 
MARSHAL'S SERVICE COPY. THE QUESTION OF WHETHER YOU HAVE BEEN 
SERVED PROPERLY IS A PROBLEM TO OE HANDLED BY YOUR LAWYER. IT MAY 
BE A VALID DEFENSE. 



5. I DID RECEIVE. COPY OF YOUR LETTER TO ATTORNEY GENERAL DATED 
23 NOVEMBER. I DISCUSSED WITH DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE THEIR INTENTION 
AS TO REPRESENTATION IN THIS CASE. THEY DO NOT HAVE A DECISION AS 
YET. AN ANSWER BY U.S. IS DUE TO BE; FILED ON 30 DECEMBER. ITT- IS 
MY PERSONAL OPINION THAT SINCE THIS CASE INCLUDES A COUNT OF MAIL 

interception justice department should let oonnenfeld defend you in 

THIS CASE. WE HAVE NOT YET RECEIVED A RULING' FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE. THEREFORE,- NO ADDITIONAL STEPS FOR YOU TO TAKE AX THIS 
TIME AND WE WILL ADVISE YOU FURTHER WHEN DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE MAKES 
DECISION. /'REGARDS. E£ li-JPDET. 
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